
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- December 14, 1966 

Appeal No. 9042 J.  L. Laskey e t  a l ,  a p p e l l a n t s .  

The Zoning Adminis t ra tor  of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appe l l ee .  

On motion duly  made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  fo l lowing  Order was en te red  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on 
January 27, 1967. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- May 10 ,  1967 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appea l  f o r  a va r i ance  from t h e  use  p rov i s ions  of 
t h e  R-1-B D i s t r i c t  t o  permit  l o t  899, square  1367 t o  be used 
f o r  apar tments  wi th  an 0.9 f l o o r  area r a t i o  a t  t h e  r e a r  of 4545 
MacArthur Blvd., NW., be c o n d i t i o n a l l y  gran ted .  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) The s u b j e c t  l o t  i s  loca t ed  i n  an R-1-B 
a b u t s  an R-5-A District .  

( 2 )  The l o t  has  t h e  fo l lowing  dimensions: 

D i s t r i c t  and 

15 f e e t  a t  t h e  
w e s t  l o t  l i n e ,  21.83 f e e t  a t  t h e  e a s t  l o t  l i n e ,  66 f e e t  a t  t h e  
south  l o t  l i n e ,  and 69.84 f e e t  a t  t h e  n o r t h  l o t  l i n e .  The l o t  
c o n t a i n s  approximately 1050 square  f e e t .  

( 4 )  Appel lan ts  propose t o  combine t h e  l o t  w i th  t h e i r  
e x i s t i n g  R-5-A l o t  and use  it i n  t h e  computation of t h e i r  FAR 
f o r  a proposed apartment bu i ld ing .  The l o t  would n o t  be used 
f o r  any p o r t i o n  of t h e  proposed bu i ld ing .  

(5)  The e x i s t i n g  R-1-B l o t  does  n o t  conform t o  t h e  
r equ i r ed  s i z e  f o r  t h a t  D i s t r i c t .  The l o t  i s  smaller than  
t h e  minimum l o t  s i z e  and is  approximately 10 t o  15 f e e t  above 
s t r e e t  grade.  

(6)  Appel lant  proposes t o  landscape and fence  t h e  R-1-B 
l o t  and n o t  u se  it f o r  any purpose. 



( 7 )  I t  i s  proposed t o  e r e c t  a 32-unit apartment on t h e  
R-5-A property with o f f - s t r e e t  parking provided f o r  32 auto- 
mobiles. The R-1-B property would no t  be used f o r  parking. 

(8 )  Opposition was r e g i s t e r e d  a t  t h e  publ ic  hearing t o  
t h e  g ran t ing  of t h i s  appeal .  

OPINION:  

We a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h e  a p p e l l a n t  has  shown an 
ext raordinary  and except ional  s i t u a t i o n  r e l a t e d  t o  a s p e c i f i c  
p iece  of property wi th in  t h e  meaning of t h e  var iance c lause  of 
the  Zoning Regulations. The s u b j e c t  property i s  n o t  s u i t a b l e  
f o r  R-1-B purposes and t h e  r e l i e f  requested does n o t  c o n f l i c t  
with t h e  pub l i c  i n t e r e s t .  The r e l i e f  w i l l  provide a buf fe r  
between t h e  R-5-A and t h e  R-1-B zoning D i s t r i c t s  and w e  be l i eve  
t h a t  t h e  proposed use w i l l  be of b e n e f i t  t o  both a reas .  

Fur ther ,  w e  conclude t h a t  t h e  requested r e l i e f  w i l l  have 
no adverse a f f e c t  upon nearby and adjo in ing  p r o p e r t i e s ,  t h e r e  
w i l l  be no detr iment  t o  t h e  pub l i c  good and no impairment of 
the  i n t e n t ,  purpose and i n t e g r i t y  of the  zone plan a s  embodied 
i n  t h e  Zoning Regulations and Map. 

T h i s  Order s h a l l  be s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  following condit ions:  

( a )  Appellant must by subdiv is ion ,  combine t h e  
s u b j e c t  l o t  with t h a t  on which t h e  apartment 
bui ld ing  w i l l  be b u i l t ,  and no bui ld ing  per- 
m i t  s h a l l  be i s sued  u n t i l  t h i s  condi t ion  i s  
met. 

(b)  Appellant s h a l l  landscape t h e  l o t  and main- 
t a i n  it i n  good condi t ion .  


